CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name: Southeast of Chinook Gravel Testing
Proposed

Implementation Date: 2022

Proponent: - LHC, Inc

Location: T33N-R19E-Sec 36 (Common Schools Trust)
County: Blaine

I. TYPE AND PURPOSE OF ACTION

LHC, Inc, henceforth referred to as the proponent, has applied for a gravel test permit on Trust Land mentioned
above. This project would utilize a backhoe to dig holes to a depth of approximately 8 to 12 feet in depth. The
holes would be backfilled and reseeded once they have been evaluated.

Il. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED:
Provide a brief chronology of the scoping and ongoing involvement for this project.

The proponent has submitted a permit to test for aggregate to the DNRC to explore for gravel resources. A field
review to evaluate the proposal has been scheduled for the DNRC archaeologist and Minerals Management
staff. The Lewistown Unit Manager and Havre Unit Land Use Specialist have been notified. Surface Lessee
Mary Butcher has been notified.

Ag & Grazing Lease #2373 — Mary Butcher

Residential Lease #9123 — Mary & Bruce Butcher

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:
MT Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:
No Action Alternative — No Action

Action Alternative — Allow the proponent to conduct the test hole survey on State Trust Land.

lll. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

*  RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered.
e Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading.
e Enter “NONE” If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present.

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE:
Consider the presence of fragile, compactable or unstable soils. Identify unusual geologic features. Specify any special
reclamation considerations. Identify any cumulative impacts to soils.

Site geology consists of alluvial-terrace deposit, consisting of gravel in a matrix of gravelly loam and sand. The
geomorphology of the site has been shaped by glacial and alluvial processes — either by glacial drainage flows
or historic positions of the Milk River, or a combination of both. The site is characterized by terraces above the
Milk River.

Care would be taken to preserve the soil when digging the test holes by separating the soil from the underlying
material. The soils are susceptible to weed infestation once replaced and will be monitored thereafter.
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No Action Alternative — The current geology and soils in the project area would remain undisturbed, as they
currently exist.

Action Alternative — The proponent would be granted a permit to test for gravel. Any disturbances for gravel
testing in the area would be reclaimed immediately before moving on to the next test site.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION:
Identify important surface or groundwater resources. Consider the potential for violation of ambient water quality
standards, drinking water maximum contaminant levels, or degradation of water quality. Identify cumulative effects to
water resources.

The Milk River flows through section 36 in the SE'/4 of the SE'/s and Lodge Creek flows into the Milk River from
north to south, through the eastern half of section 36. The proponent’s project area does not contain either of
these water features.

According to Montana’s Ground Water Information Center there are three water wells located within one mile of
the project area. These private wells have a static water level ranging from 5 to 12 feet below ground surface.
Test hole sites are proposed to be located approximately 100 to 120 feet in elevation above the Milk River and
Lodge Creek and from 500 to over 3,000 feet northwest of the river itself. There are no modern surface water
features present onsite. Test holes would extend approximately 8 to 12 feet below ground surface and would be
unlikely to encounter any groundwater.

No Action Alternative — No impact
Action Alternative — Groundwater is not expected to be encountered during testing. There would be no

anticipated impacts to the quality or quantity of the surface water or groundwater by implementing the action
alternative.

6. AIR QUALITY:
What pollutants or particulate would be produced? Identify air quality regulations or zones (e.g. Class | air shed) the
project would influence. Identify cumulative effects to air quality.

No Action Alternative — No impact

Action Alternative — Some dust particulates from traveling to the test sites and digging the test pits may affect air
quality temporarily during gravel testing operations. There are no anticipated long term affects to air quality.

7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY:
What changes would the action cause to vegetative communities? Consider rare plants or cover types that would be
affected. Identify cumulative effects to vegetation.

The proposed testing area within section 36 is covered by Great Plains Mixed Grass Prairie system.
An inventory of the Montana Natural Heritage Program'’s Species of Concern database was conducted for the
project area. The search yielded no vegetation species of concern.

No Action Alternative — No impact

Action Alternative — Vegetation communities would be affected by this project. The use of excavation
equipment would temporarily damage some areas of the plant community. This would occur from the
vegetation being compacted and excavated by equipment. Damage to the plant community should be lessened
at this time of year since most species will be entering dormancy. Per the stipulations of the permit, the
proponent would be responsible for the management and mitigation of invasive weeds in the testing area.

DS-252 Version 6-2003 2





















